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Remarks 

By the present amendment, Applicant has amended Claims 1 and 4, cancelled 
Claims 6 and 7, and added Claims 9 and 10. Claims 1-5 and 8-10 remain pending in the 
present application. Claims 1 and 4 are independent claims. 

In the recent Office Action the Examiner objected to Claim 1 as not properly ending 
with a period. Applicant has amended Claim 1 to end with a period, and respectfully 
submits that Claim 1, as amended, meets the specific formal requirements. 

In the recent Office Action the Examiner rejected Claims 1-3 under 35 U.S.C. § 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Claus et al. (5,310,999) in view of Bunn (6,584,403). 
Claims 4, 5 and 8 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bunn (6,584, 403). And, Claims 6 and 7 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Bunn (6,584,403) in view of Claus et al. (5,310,999). 

The claims in this application have been revised to more particularly define 
applicants' unique construction in view of the prior art of record. Reconsideration of the 
claims in light of the amendments and for the following reasons is respectfully requested. 

The patent to Claus et al. discloses a toll collection system for moving vehicles, 
which includes a first tranceiver located in the moving vehicle, and a second transceiver 
located at a fixed location along the roadway. A smart card is inserted into the vehicle- 
mounted tranceiver. The first transceiver in the moving vehicle transmits payment 
information to the roadside equipment, which performs a credit or debit transaction. The 
patent to Bunn discloses a system for managing a fleet of vehicles, including rental vehicles, 
and provides an automated vehicle tracking and service provision system for the vehicles. 
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The system includes a central controller, a local controller for each vehicle, with both the 
local controller and the central controller including wireless communication means for 
communication of information between the central controller and the local controller, 
including means for automatically applying toll charges to a vehicle rental cost. 

The Examiner rejected Claims 1-3 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Claus et al. (5,310,999) in view of Bunn (6,584,403). The examiner recognizes that 
Claus et al. fails to teach the particular toll collection system claimed by applicant in 
combination with a plurality of rental vehicles. To remedy this deficiency, the examiner has 
turned to the teachings of Bunn. The examiner states that it "would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the claimed invention that the toll tags and toll 
collection system of Claus et al. for vehicles in general would have worked just as well for 
rental vehicles as taught by Bunn." Applicants do not agree. In this regard, the examiner 
has used applicants' disclosure to reconstruct the invention from the isolated teachings of the 
prior art. The combined teachings of Claus et al. and Bunn fail to teach or suggest the 
combination of toll collection system and rental vehicles recited in applicants' claims 1-3. 

By this amendment, applicants have included the limitations of original dependent 
claims 6 and 7 in independent claim 4, and have additionally amended claim 4 to recite that 
the electronic control system will shut down when the vehicle driver's prepaid account 
cannot be replenished with additional funds. The Examiner rejected Claims 6 and 7 under 
35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bunn (6,584,403) in view of Claus et al. 
(5,3 1 0,999). Since amended Claim 4 now includes the limitations of original claims 6 and 7 
and additionally claims that the electronic control system will shut down when the vehicle 
driver's prepaid account cannot be replenished with additional funds, the limitations of 
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claim 4 are neither taught nor suggested by the combined teachings of the applied prior art 
references to Bunn and Claus et al. Neither reference addresses the limitations of clearing 
and resetting the electronic toll collection system upon receipt of a rental vehicle, and 
shutting down the electronic toll collection system when the prepaid account cannot be 
replenished. 

For the foregoing reasons, Applicant respectfully submits that the present 
application is in condition for allowance. If such is not the case, the Examiner is requested 
to kindly contact the undersigned in an effort to satisfactorily conclude the prosecution of 
this application. 




Respectfully submitted, 




Richard C. Litman 
Registration No. 30,868 
(703) 486-1000 
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